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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	investigates the "great plate count anomaly" in yeast populations, thereby filling a crucial gap in microbial ecology. The article offers the scientific community methodological insights that could unlock the 99% of microorganisms currently considered "unculturable" by assessing the effectiveness of in situ cultivation techniques. The discovery of new bioactive substances and enzymes that are still concealed in environmental reservoirs depends on these developments.
Additionally, researchers can use this minireview as a strategic guide when switching from conventional laboratory cultures to more ecologically relevant sampling techniques.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	"Is There Truly a Hidden Diversity of Environmental Yeasts and Can In Situ Cultivation Help Reveal It?" is a great title for a minireview article. The two main pillars of the manuscript the ecological problem (hidden diversity) and the suggested methodological solution (in situ cultivation) are succinctly defined, and a rhetorical question is used to effectively engage the reader.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The limitations of conventional synthetic media, which frequently fall short of simulating the intricate nutritional and signaling requirements of environmental yeasts, should be clearly stated in a compelling abstract for this minireview. To ground the theoretical discussion in real-world methodology, it is recommended that the author include a brief mention of particular in situ tools, such as diffusion chambers or ichips. To further highlight the significance of the manuscript to the larger scientific community, the abstract should highlight the possibility of finding new metabolic pathways or bioactive compounds. To preserve the succinctness necessary for a minireview article, any unnecessary historical background on yeast taxonomy should be removed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	According to the minireview's title and scope, the manuscript is pertinent to science and fits with the problems facing microbiology today.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's bibliography is adequate and current as long as it includes the development of the "great plate count anomaly" and recent advances in high-throughput cultivation. A strong minireview should focus on references from the last five years to show the latest improvements in in situ tools like diffusion chambers and the iChip. These tools are crucial for revealing hidden environmental yeast diversity. If the manuscript depends too
much on older references, the authors should add recent comparative studies between culture-dependent methods and metagenomic sequencing to keep the content up to date in microbiology.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	the manuscript requires only minor polishing, you may mark it as "suitable" while suggesting a final proofreading pass.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Minor Revision required, The science is strong, but the abstract needs more detail or the references need updating with more recent 2024–2025 citations
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